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l*r« B, Archivist 

National Archives 
Wa&Mngto^, D.Co 20406 

Dmr lhE*o Rhoads 0 

I regret that the Yia© statements of what As&rlesn* $ should be abl# to expect 
of gownsE&nt, Ilk* thg words of Hr. Justice Brandeis or; .appe^r^ces, not the 
Practise I encounter© our hr® Uustafson’s letter dated the 17th and what it rep- 
resents again gates p&' think this way© 

On October 3 1 nudged you about your continued classification m& withholding 
of what wa& within the public detain* as earlier I had re&inded Justice® '^n the 
16th your counsel la $o© 76-1731 ironed my counsel to infora hte that the executive 
sessions of the Warren Ooast&ssion of January 11 and u uno 23 D 1964 wore geing %o be 
released to m. fes&rk&bly enough the day your brief was duo® Xlasked rey sounsel to 
obtain asRurances that ssy receiving the copies would net he delayed until after thaw 
was still another official adventure in news management with these transcripts® Whan 
be was not gimn each assurances ’by l&p&rtmnt at Justice or &3& counsel I h ad to 
SRate a social trip to i&shlngtOD to obtain copies and to give the^ to the press f 
with relevant records and mklng ssyself available for any information de.= Lrcd® 

The 1 received the brief on your behalf md attashsi letters-, all statin*:; that 
1 would receive these transcripts promptly® It now turns out that if I k2 not gone 
to the extra trouble ?&id cost of thft trip to tf&ahl££t08 your adventure in news r&na&e- 
&*snt might mil have ow to pass because those transcripts I ms to have received 
tesodiat^ly did not re&ch ns until now, with the letter 6f 'the 17th® 

Maybe it did take a twek for overM&ht sail which had only 50 Mies to go. Or 
&&ybe you wore going to eaage in so&o of the probanda I recall of tins $sst« But 
would it not have looked betters whatever the truth may be, if you had observed the 
normal standard® of scholarship sM of co&&on dscescy and pextdtted ac the first 
of what you have withheld f ro«& for a decade and what for three years I have 

suing you, at sosas cost, to obtain 4 ? Especially when this first use was publio- 
ser^lc® use, .just .giving the records assay, at my cost? 

I had also written you asking that^as & supposed expert cm classification you 
personally esuedr^ transcripts te satisfy yourself that eloaMficatiosi was 

justified* Iqu n«v>?r responded© Sow I have read ths transcripts® They confirm vft&t 
t to®* ~ that there never vae justification, or legitiswaio n«*£& to clarify or 
withhold® (l knew because one of the CXa people involved in tbs improper withhold 
for ulterior purposes had blabbed to ^/reporter®) 

Tbs ujiclaasifiable contend of the records you classified md wtthbsl i are 
a perfect example of the kind of information Congress intended be withheld, 
a classic example of the kind of information about what their govemseat is doing 
that the people have a right to know® You withheld those records only because they 
nre embarrassing- to the CIA and th« personae^ involved &»& because they Useless the 
Co&Mssion was a bit less than the people bad a right to expect it to be® 

Mr* Custaf &on° a letter is not responsive, th-xrefore I write you agaia® 1 sated 
by wta* legal right the GBA- fasslly agreement ms violated for Jjsmedi&t© political 
and prujjag'rXkia purpose® Kr® vkistafsorv says ih&t Burke Marshall authorised it® ‘This 
is not responsive® The letter sgresssant has meaning or it has no meaning® It is 
abided by In all cireusat&aees or it is null and void® You denied oopi&s of 
pictures und&r this letter agreement and made false proMses to a court relating 
to an alleged reqMrvss&ni that you withhold the&® 3o~ they have been on oast— to— 
coast TV and you da not respond to my inquiries or to my request for printso I 



believe tust attar the- sasse sr»d acre visas have beam on x¥ there is no right to continue 
to withhold^ what ycut revised soar sm regulations to withhold - after the :’a c t - in 
a successful eft ort to defraud a court sad e® 0 

..-us you my know, I m past the joist in sty writing or work where I ao.-d these 
pictures for their evident! soy value, $y only initial intrest related to K' writing. 

As you also fcro*, you deni ad m prints of thg.ee idsntieal jictarasfor oour!; use. jfew 
you continue to deny the?; to ss© while uaidag then available for propaganda uses is 
supi-ori of cn official position on a cesi rove r si &1 question. 

Kr. Gustafson' a letter eiaply is untruthful la representing that the jicturas 
for which I asked were "prepared to shew you and ether researchers instead ox" the 
clothing. * You took those for jsg after I alone sued you. I©u refused to take 
until after I sue-? you. fou then didn't even take the pictures you as-iur&s. the court 
you would until I reported your default to the court. They you still could not ?»w> 
theu because you had permitted setae of the evidence to be destroys* end step tisis 
you refused to conduct an investigation to detersine how this evidence war destroyed. 

tiro Gustafson says with regard to the withholding of the Kay 19 transcript tha t 
■we have oovTa no published iiiforuatica that agkrs it possible (sio) to release the 
troaoaript." lou do not need any infonaatian “to asks’ it possible." And, of course, 

1 da net know what you sec or refuse to se .» 

‘fast transcript we a withheld under shifting claiss to exeaption . pursuant to 
vAWi. policy that all exsx • tionc b© elaised, bsscles.'ly, in order not to have to asks 
new elate to exemption when ease were proven to he invalid. The actuality is that 
t rniiscri r, iu tho latest inter pro tixtion . $ veis wxii^cxd because it rcifJ »?cts 
deliberations* ^rots what you sot neon. that is public* no doubt because you are 
its custodian, any decision making- ass ^he final and published step in a ur, anl&cus 
d^ci^i on* I believ© that under is© Act this st&g& do r -cuirad not to be wit hhald* 

In any even, since- I filed the suit you have an added reason to withhold that Is 
not rdthin any ^option* There waa a virulent, moist effort to gxsi presfc igoous 

staff ^oounstl fired by tho Cohesion* She one js&sbor who sought this inter b&casae 
our first linolectcd President* Since then a Coagxfe&sn&n *?ho bad iai$rast«d bits in 
that effort bocsso a JssKsber of iho Bou&e Selact Co^d.tt©o on Asafn an r^ p Mr* 

^vinc, the former #'£L agent* 

XOTi x ask you ag£±n f what provision of the Gd.^--llarehall latter agrees at porsitted 
public oxsplay ox the iVoaidoat* a bloody clothing and vhat provision ££ you 
to pertxit photo^rap^is of it to fos bslsviaod. fros. coasts to-coaot to r©sa ux in 

tno poasasaiun of thou* *ho televised the display aad all of those she and© im» or 
otter videotapes ^hile you continue to dony so similar pictures to preset to a 
court of Isk and for archival purposes? 

Sincerely, 



Harold iboisber^- 



